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DETAILED ACTION 
Acknowledgements 

As per conference call dated May 7, 2007, it was agreed that Hayman reference 
does not teach the limitation of claim 3, in particular, selectively sending the order to 
different workstation. Therefore, finality as indicated in the Office Action dated March 1, 
2007 is not proper and has been withdrawn. However, further search and consideration 
resulted in new ground of rejection, necessitated by amendment filed on Jan. 25, 2007, 
and hence finality of the current Office Action is proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "the drink" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner is interpreting the term "the 
drink" to be the second portion of the food order. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Hayman in view of Alpdemir and Mueller, US Patent No. 5,235,509. 
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Hayman teaches a point-of-sale (POS) register in which food orders are entered 
(see for example the paragraph bridging columns 1 and 2). Examiner notes that a cash 
register is a point-of-sale. 

Hayman further teaches a plurality of order modules (see for example the 
paragraph bridging columns 1 and 2). 

Hayman further teaches a router connected between said POS register and 
order modules for selectively routing said POS register to a particular one of said 
modules (see for example the paragraph bridging columns 1 and 2). 

Examiner notes that Hayman's "work stations where such food item is to be 
prepared" represents Applicant order module. Examiner further notes that as food is 
ordered in Hayman and food prepare uses the module to receive this order (via CRT) 
and then use CRT to indicate completion of the order (see column 1 , line 68 - column 2, 
line 11). 

Hayman does not teach a text-to-speech synthesizer for converting the POS 
entries into audible speech; a speech-to-text circuit for recognizing and converting voice 
commands into control signals and whereby a restaurant worker speaks an audible 
command into a microphone and receives on headphones audible synthesized voice 
reciting an order entered into said POS register without the worker having to view any 
visual display. 

Alpdemir teaches a speech-to-text conversion engine converting speech-based 
input commands and data received from an external device over a communication link 
into text-based commands and data; a data base storing a plurality of data items; a 
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search engine searching the database for a particular data item in response to the text- 
based command and data; a text-to-speech conversion engine generating a speech- 
based representation of the particular data item identified in the database search; and a 
speech server for communicating the speech-based representation of the particular 
data item to the external device (see paragraph bridging columns 2 and 3). 

Alpdemir teaches an exemplary Speech Server which includes a Dialogic 
Antares board-based automatic speech recognizer (speech-to-text) that translates the 
voice data into ASCII text (or another code or symbols) that identifies the spoken words 
and returns a text or other symbolic representation of the results to the application. The 
application accesses, via for example a T-1 line or faster Internet connection, the 
database of the Information Center. Real-time (or near-real-time), active vocabularies 
are generated at run-time using the database's ASCII text or symbols. The application 
uses the ASCII text from the database, passes it to a second Antares board running a 
text-to-speech (TTS) algorithm. The TTS algorithm generates the final voice or audio 
information that is played to the caller (see column 5, lines 29-42). 

Examiner notes that speech recognition is known to enable operators to request 
information and control systems when their hands and eyes are busy (such as in a 
restaurant environment). In addition, voice input requires much less user training than 
do systems relying on complex keyboards, switches, push buttons and other similar 
devices (see US Patent number 4,624,008 to Vensko et al.; column 1, lines 10-19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the interaction between the food preparers and the CRT order 
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modules of Hayman (i.e. food prepare uses the module to receive orders (via CRT) and 
then use CRT to indicate completion of the order (see column 1 , line 68 - column 2, line 
1 1)) by incorporating a Speech Server as taught by Alpdemir. Such a modification 
would allow the food preparers to speak a command, the order module would recognize 
the command and then present the prepares with the information requested, such as 
the next order they need to prepare. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to modify the references in order to enable operators to request information 
and control systems when their hands and eyes are busy as well as to provide a system 
that would require much less training. 

However, neither Hayman nor Alpdemir specifically discloses selectively sending 
the order to different workstation. However, this limitation is disclosed by Mueller et al. 
US Patent No. 5,235,509 (col. 11, lines 3-20). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
for a person having ordinary skills in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the teachings of Hayman and Alpdemir to incorporate the disclosure of Mueller 
of selectively routing the order to different workstation. One would have been motivated 
to do so in order to prepare order in least. amount of time by selectively sending a 
portion of the order to different workstation (in this case, preparation terminal) as taught 
by Mueller. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments dated Nov. 22, 2006, Jan. 25, 2007 and May 8, 2007 with 
respect to claims 1-14 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rajesh Khattar whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7981. The examiner can normally be reached on Flex schedule. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on 571-272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

RK 

May 15, 2007 




